Best Available Copy 

08/27/2007 15:08 FAX 503 459 4142 AHMRT 



•» USPTO General 



1016/018 



These 



Prior to 
application 
Applicant 
of the 



entry 



remarks are responsive to the Office action dated June 26, 2007. 
of this response, claims 1-19 and 21-37 were pending In the 
By way of this response, claims 1. 7, 14 and 25 are amended, 
rlespectfully requests reconsideration of the application and allowance 
penc ing claims. 



Rejections 
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Alfowable {>ubiect Matter 



Claims 13 and 37 are not rejected over the prior art of record. Applicant 
thanks the Examiner for the indication of allowable subject matter and elects to 
await disp<isition of other pending claims in this response before taking action 
with respect to claims 13 and 37. 



jnder35 U.S.C. § 112 



Claims 1-19 and 21-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing tc comply with the written description requirement. Applicant traverses 
this rejection and specifically refers to paragraph 37, in particular the first 
sentence, "Each piece of personal or other confidential data entered on a token 
can carry 3 credibility weight based upon the various credibility coefficients 
attached to it." To clarify this support, Applicant amends claims 1, 14, and 25 to 
recite that tiach piece o1 personal or other confider)tial data entered on a storage 
device can carry a credibility weight based upon the various credibility 
coefficients attached to it. 



Relections under 35 U.S.C. ^ 1Q? 
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Claims 1-2, 9-10, 14-19. 25-26. and 33-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as b eing unpatentable over U.S. Patent Number 7,111,173 (Scheldt) in 
view of U.S Patent Number 7.085,925 (Hanna). 

Claims 3-8. 11-12, 21-24, 27-32. and 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as t eing unpatentable over Scheldt in view of Hanna and U.S. Patent 
Number 6,948.066 (Hind). 
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Claifii 1 as amended recites in part, assigning a credibility coefficient to 
data record based on an evaiuation of the credibility record, wherein 
of personal or confidential data entered in the data storage device is 
with a credibility weight based upon credibility coefficients assigned to 
rebord. Support for this amended limitation can be found in the detailed 
and summary and in particular in paragraph 37. Applicant agrees 
asbertlon in the Office action that Scheldt does not disclose assigning a 
(Foefficient to the credentials in the data record. Applicant further 
Scheldt does not disclose assigning a credibility coefficient to data in 
record, separate from credentials used to access the data record, 
offered to teach this limitation. 

cants have reviewed the Hanna reference and found no teaching or 
to apply credibility weights to the data within the data record, as 
applying credibility weights to the credentials used to access the data 
first place. In distinction, Hanna discusses assigning a credibility 
o access credentials (see Abstract; and col. 8, lines 32-60). In this 
Henna uses credibility coefficients to determine data record access 
n contrast, Applicant's claim recites applying credibility coefficients to 
vyithin the data record itself. Credibilfty coefficients and weights 
the data itself allows a user who has already been determined to 
sufflcifent data record access rights the ability to evaluate the credibility of 
within the record the user has access to. Further, Applicant has 
B Hind reference and could find no teaching or suggestion to cure the 
of Scheldt in view of Hanna, for any of the pending claims, 
Applijcant respectfully asserts that this is different than using credibility 
to gain access to data in the first instance, and therefore submit 
p^tentably distinguishable over the cited references. Claims 14 and 25 
Sim lar limitations using credibility coefficients on the data itself, and are 
p^tentably distinguishable over the cited references for at least the 
as claim 1. All claims depending from claims 1, 14 and 25 
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Please charge any cost incumed in the filing of this Response, along with 
any other cpsts, to Deposit Account No. 503397. 

Respectfully submitt^. 

ALLEMAN HALL MCCOY RUSSELL & TUTTLE LLP 
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ed referanoesfor at least these same reasons. 



leant believes that this application is now in condition for allowance, in 
above amendments and remarks. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully 
the Examiner issue a Notice of Allowability covering the pending 
Examiner has any questions, or if a telephone interview would in 
prosecution of the application, please contact the undersigned 



Brian G Forrest 
Registration No. 68,584 
Customer No. 50488 
Attorney/Agent for Appllcant/Assignee 
806 S:w. Broadway, Suite 600 
Portland, Oregon 97205 
Telephone: (503) 459-4141 
Facsimile: (503)459-4142 
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